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By MICHAEL BURKE 
Mew%JOumOl S!Ofl WfIICI 

Navy investigations of hazardous waste 
contamination at Pensacola’s Naval Air Station 
and Whitin!; Field near Milton have identified 
dozens of sites where the nlilitary dumped- toxic 
wastes onto the ground and into Pensacola Bay. 

A recent Navy &dy indicates that over a period of 
35 years, Navy wastes were dumped carelessly, thou(;h 
not illegally, into pits, ponds and open dumps. Those 
wastes contained pestlcidcs, toxic industrial solvents, 
battery acids, jet fuel. radioactive radium, and metal. 
plating wastes that include cynnitle nnd mercury. 

So far, the Navy has found no evidence that 

contaminants l~avc spread far cnour,h to pollute 
drlnkinl; water wc!lls on of off tlrc Naval (\ir Stiilion. 

I3111 a prelimtnnry study conductrtl by Navy vnl:in~f~ 

in I!)(12 and l!Ul:t warned that poisonous ctremir:sls 
seepirrl: into untlcry;rounrl waler formations could IYow 
into cuast,rl marstlt5 arid estuaries. The shellfisl~ing 
;iroas of I~~!nsac~l~ ILry arid Hayou Grandc also c0ul.l be 
aff4*ctrd, LlW rc’ln4 :Aitl. 

'Sornc ll~llllil~~f' Imbl)nt)ly already has occurrctl. 
A report by the Navy’s consultant said that bctwecn 

1939 antI 1!17:1, licluid wastes from the Nav;~! A!r 
Rework Facility wchre dumped in Pensacolil D;ly vii1 
storm sewers. 

‘111~ WIIS~W includrtl pnints, thinners, solvenls, anti 
metal plating chcnucals including chromium, cadmium. 

Tube Navy began to identify its nine sites. 
llazhrdous waste 51tes in Pcns&ola 
rn 1982. The studies have L-en com- 
r)IIciIted by tflr facl thaw no records 
exist conceminl: 5orr1c past w;cste 
disposal activttics. 

The initial Navy study identified 
29 f~totrnti;rlly.contarnilla~~d sites. 
After military cngintiers ruled out 
problems at some sites, the Navy 

. hired a consultant, Geraghy & hlil- 
. lrr Inc.. to evaluate the extent of 

conl&mination at ia sites. 

That confirmation phase of the 
project is conlinuinl;. Phase 3 of the 
study will be to &an up or control 
the contzlmination sites. 

The Phase 2 report identified 
groundwaler and soil contaminatmn 
at a variety of locations al NAS. Rut 
the consultant also concludud that 
no site r>ostts an imln~dl;ctc threat lo 
humrul health or the environment. 

The study’s conclusions and rec. 
omnlondations hdvr been chal- 
lenged, however, by sti~~e environ. 
mcn!.al officials wllo reviewed the 
study in recent weeks. 

Thse officials askt4 the Navy for 
additrunal sarnplinl; to justify the 
consultant’s rt~ornmcrldation that 
no further studier be conductt4 at 

lcad and cynnillc. Sinre 1973. N,itl!’ has disposed those 
wnstcs into a waste wcltrr trt*atlru*rit pond..lll+t site to0 

IS now a susprctcd S~)~FI*C of grountlwalcr 
contillI1l1lilt1011. 

111~ Navy’s study is p;\rl of a n;ltlonwide effort by the 
Dcft.nse Depsrtmcnt to .I~SC’XS ttic c(,nspquenccs of past 
nep,ligpncc in ttle disposal of toxic m;\tcrints. 

“I think the whoIt! I:~I-;IIIIJ~~ IS l~;llrrfully slow,” said 
John I\uddt!ll, chil!f of tl~c Uurc;lu of Operations for the 
Florida Department of L1:~v~rnnrnczt~11 It~*~~laIiun. 

Rutltlcll adds. howevc!r, 111.11 the nrililflry’s cleanup 
program 1s Ilrob,ibly no sl0w(*r Ihan thr Supctrfuncl 
prof:ram inillnlc!cl by till' I~:nvlrc~nmenlal f~rulcW~ori 

hpxicy to clean up non-mlttl.is y wa5tc sites. 
St-e NAVY, Fage 2C 

Memos written by two specialists 
with the Florrda Department of En- 
vironmental Rebuiation charscter- 
ire the Navy’s effort to define its 
waste pmblem as inadequate. One 
DER official said. the Navy’s Sam- 
pling. methods used at NAS appear 
to “only scratch the surface.” 

7’he objections of the state offi. 
cials are consistent wiLh a pattern 
found nationally by a team of re- 
porters from the Sacramento E&e in 
Califoillia. One month ago, after a 
lerrglhy study of waste disposal at 
many military installitions, the 
newspapr rrponL& 

“As in the Air Force and the 
Army, much of the early work in the 
Navy program was incomplete or 
haphazard and must be done again, 
this time more thurouf;hly.” 

Ed Pike, environmentrtl rneinetir 
at NAS. defended the consurtant’s 
work as adequate. He said more de- 
tailed studies pIann for some 
sites should begin early next year. 

Studies similar to the one at NAS 
are ongoing at Eglin Air Force LX. 
while the survey IS lust beginning at 
the Navy’s Whiting Field. 

An Air Force consultant looked trt 

four landfills at Ek;lin’s main base, a 
landfill ttrd a nlunitions training 
r;lnl;tr at Iiurlbun Field, and one 
landfil! on LnrL Rosa Isl;lnd. AC. 
cording lo a rrlA)rt fil4 with the 
DLR this wrck. LIIL- Air Force con. 
su!tsnl fuu.,cl 30113~ conl~min;rtion 
and has c~llc-d fur addltlunst study 
at four Iantlfrl:~ 

At WhItin, ‘-e Navy is schcd.1 
UILd to assc:. sible conwmma- 
tion at 1 I 52 AL + Ctorgr Hoff\’ 
man, enforcer:, .I .~ef for the DE 
in Pensacola. 4 

l?ie sites de abandonr 
landfills and {here fuel wa 
spilled years :-;%:,~ 

Hoffman i e state cite 1 
Whiting Fit?,: i ..Jmmcr aher eri 
inspt6on fou <ttWy shop Wi 
dihcharying ii(: i,i ibstes into thr 
gTOuntl. 

Hoffman .’ c Nilvy has 
r.,rlnrl..A .,.“)‘,F. II !!:c : ; I<),JS r(:L&hhr;;.< 

and hired b to assess the/ 
cunt;rrni,natlol 

Officials ir, ~a1 Fi,cllitics 
EnKineeririg ..‘. . in CLrlcs-1 
ton, SC.. CDU. ,e reached FW 
day for an C:!II~~AW of how lnuch 
mancy hs> l,~-~n :,lvcn: on the stud.’ 
its at P~:n:..tcu!~ !i,\S lLnd \Vhlting’ 
Field. c 
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